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IT is PROBABLY USELESS to hope that any real measure of
agreement can be reached in the discussion of peace aims,
for there is no single problem, but many, and, worse still, no
datum line, so to speak, from whence our process of reasoning
can start. Everything seems to combine to confuse us, and to
make clear thought difficult. But if any problem or group of
problems ever called for clear thought, it is this, since upon
our collective answer hang issues the significance of which it
would be difficult to overstate. It seems to me that the aim of
those who speak or write about the coming peace settlement
should be, first, to guide the discussion along the path of
reality, and second, to take every opportunity to limit, sim-
plify, and clarify the points at issue. The object of this short
article, then, will be to reduce the problem to its simplest
terms, and to direct attention to what, in the writer's opinion,
is the touchstone of success in treaty-making.

I believe that most of the confusion of thought that has
occurred is due to failure to define clearly the object which
we intend the coming settlement to attain. It is not enough to
approach the problem honestly, scientifically, and without
prejudice. Clear thinking demands something more, namely,
clear definition of the objective. The objective must be pos-
sible of attainment with the means at our disposal, and must
represent the minimum with which we shall be satisfied. I am
convinced that if only we could reach agreement upon this
we should have made a great step forward, for discussion of
means and methods is bound to be more or less factual, and
therefore more likely to end in definite conclusions.

At present there is a large stock of main objectives to
choose from. We may take our pick of disarmament, justice